Response to office action, Application 10/682,472 



Remarks 
Drawings 

Figures 10 and 16 are objected to because both figures have the label "Prior Art", 
contrary to their brief description which states that they are embodiments of the 
invention. Figures 1,11, and 18 illustrate prior-art material and each should be 
designated by a legend "Prior art". 

Applicant encloses herewith replacement sheets of all drawings in which the 
designation "prior art" is removed from each of Figures 10 and 16 and added to each of 
Figures 1,11, and 18. Apart from the corrected legends, no new material has been 
added to the drawings. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 1, 33-35 and 38-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Livermore et al. in view of Blanc et al. (U.S. Patent 6,343,081 ). 

Claim 1 has been amended, as discussed below, to incorporate the limitations of 
claim 6 and intervening claims 2 and 5. 

Claim 33 has been amended, as discussed below, to incorporate the limitations 
of claim 36 and intervening claims 34 and 35. Claims 34 and 35 are subsequently 
cancelled. 

Claim 38 has been amended, as discussed below, to incorporate the limitations 
of claim 41 and intervening claims 39 and 40. Claims 39 and 40 are subsequently 
cancelled. 

Claims 2-5 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Livermore et al. in view of Blanc and further in view of Oki et al. (U.S. Patent 
7,046,661). 
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Claims 2, 5, and 8 are cancelled. Claim 3 is amended to depend from amended 
claim 1 believed to be allowable in view of the amendments. Claim 4 depends on claim 
3. 

Claims 26-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Livermore et al. in view of Kim (U.S. Patent 6,044,091). 

Claims 26-29 are cancelled without prejudice or disclaimer. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the indication that claims 20-23 are allowed 
and that claims 6,7, 9-19, 36, 37, 41, and 42 would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claims. 

Claim 6 depends on claims 5, 2, and 1. Applicant amended claim 1 to include all 
the limitations of claims 2, 5, and 6. 

Claim 7 depends on claim 6. The limitations of claim 6 are included in amended 
claim 1. Claim 7 is amended to depend from amended claim 1 believed to be allowable 
in view of the amendments. Claim 6 is subsequently cancelled. 

Claim 9 depends on original claims 8, 2, and 1 . Applicant amended claim 9 to 
include all the limitations of original claims 1, 2, and 8. Claims 10-19 depend from 
amended claim 9 believed to be allowable in view of the amendments. 

Claim 36 depends on claims 35, 34, and 33. Applicant amended claim 33 to 
include all the limitations of claims 34, 35, and 36. 

Claim 37 depends on claim 36. The limitations of claim 36 are included in 
amended claim 33. Claim 37 is amended to depend from amended claim 33 believed to 
be allowable in view of the amendments. Claims 34, 35, and 36 are subsequently 
cancelled. 
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Claim 41 depends on claims 40, 39, and 38. Applicant amended claim 38 to 
include all the limitations of claims 39, 40, and 41 . 

Claim 42 depends on claim 41. The limitations of claim 41 are included in 
amended claim 38. Claim 42 is amended to depend from amended claim 38 believed to 
be allowable in view of the amendments. Claims 39, 40, and 41 are subsequently 
cancelled. 

In view of the foregoing, early favorable consideration of the application is 
earnestly solicited. 

Respectfully submitted 

October 26, 2007 /Lindsay G. McGuinness/ 

Lindsay G. McGuinness, Reg. No. 38,549 
Attorney/Agent for Applicant(s) 
McGuinness & Manaras LLP 
125 Nagog Park 
Acton, MA 01720 
(978) 264-6664 
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